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soc1ety as a whole, it would be better for him, it w u' 1 be
better for his f'amilv to not deny him or g1ve someone the
opportunitv to deny him the r1ght to hold down a .<ob and
become a productive member of society once aga1n after he
has served his sentence. I would urme the bodv to adop .
this amendment.

SPEAKER LUEDTKE: .he Chair recognizes Senator yend1 te.

SE.'fATOR 'E:lDIT.E: ."'Ir. 3peaker, members of' the Le.-is'a u»~

I rise to oppose Senator Reutzel's amend ent. thi .': this
is a very important part of the bill. I think ,,hat ' " vou
look at Section 2, the very first sentence there in Section
2 , i t sa y s t ha t , "if such a conviction is for a second
o ff n s e " . ,flow we' re talking about second offense serious
bodily ingury. Ne're say1ng in a sense, that so, someone
has permanently disf1gured someone twice or in essence,
even has k111ed someone twice, that this person should be
allowed back on the streets to drive a motor vehicle.
Personally, I feel that if a person has been cau."Nt twice,
drivin:; while under the influence of alcohol or any dru.",
and he has caused serious bodily in.fury, and I wish I had
the definition accordin= to statute as to what serious
bodily inrury is. I can tell vou that it means cermanent
disfigurement. .'(ow that to me is extremely serious and I
don't thirrk anyone in this bodv wants anyone driving a car
who has done this to any human being for the second time.
Again, I say that perhaps people such as this, should not
be on the street at all at any time dr1ving a car. I would
hope that you would re3ect the Reutzel amendment and let' s
pass the bill on to E & R. Thank you, 'Xir. Chai rman.

SPEAKER LUEDTKE: The Chair recognizes Senator Simon.

SE'.lA OR SI:'lO:fr ".lr. Chairman, members of the Leg1slature, I
also arise to oppose the Reutzel amendment. It 1s kind of
unusual that I oppose Senator Reutzel but this hapoens to be
one of those issues. It seems to me that we are showinm more
concern in this instance for the man who 1s driv1ng drunk a..d
who has repeatedly had traffic incidents .:hfch either, as
Senator Venditte said, either kill or dismember an individual
ana yet we have no concern or appear not to have very much
concern for eitl:er those people who have had that haopen to
them or the few people in the future who may be in. lured by
this person's dr1v1rg. It seems to me that in view of the
statistics which have been presented to the bodv, that more
thought, more consideration should be given toward the pro
tectior. of those individuals in the future rather than that
one ind1vidual who has already demonstrated on numerous occa
sions they are irresponsible in their driving abilities.

SPEAKER LUEDTKE: .he Chair recognizes Senator Stonev.

SE:JA.OR STO:iEYr Nr. President, members of the Ler islature,
I also rise in opposition to the amendment offered by Senator
R utzel. You' ll notice that this does not. deal with the
in1tial offense but a subs~ouent offense. You' ll also no e
by reading the language that this prov1des the .fudre some
latitude, the prero.',ative. It's oermissive. It savs the

"."..ay". t does not say "he shall", and I th1nk .~e
should be iverl that opportunity ar.d for that reason

I would not be supportive of' Senator Reu.eel 's amendment.
Thani. you .

SPEAKFR LUEDTKE: Senator Reutzel, you may close on your
amendment.


